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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is in response to the communication filed on September 24, 2007. 

• Claims 1, 14, 16, and 18 have been amended. 
Claims 1-19 are pending and have been examined. Previous objections to the 
specification are maintained. Previous rejections under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, 
as failing to comply with the written description requirement have been withdrawn in 
view of amendments. Previous claim rejections have been withdrawn in view of 
amendments. 

Specification 

1 . The use of the trademarks has been noted in this application (e.g. in paragraph 
12 of page 3, IBM and SUN MICROSYSTEMS). It should be capitalized wherever it 
appears and be accompanied by the generic terminology. 

Although the use of trademarks is permissible in patent applications, the 
proprietary nature of the marks should be respected and every effort made to prevent 
their use in any manner which might adversely affect their validity as trademarks. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-2, 5-9, and 11-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Slatter (US 2003/0025812 A1) in view of Leshem (US 6,341,310). 

As per independent claim 1, Slatter teaches a method of zooming in/out a 

current display of a visualization of resources (e.g. in paragraphs 1-2, 45, and 55- 

59), each said resource having zero or more attributes (e.g. in paragraphs 15-16 

and 35-36), and each resource being a resource of interest if it has at least one 

attribute that matches predetermined criteria (e.g. in paragraphs 15-16 and 35-36), 

comprising: computing a future display area zoomed in/out from said current 

display by an initial factor (e.g. in paragraph 15, generates crop boundaries for each 

area of interest and in paragraph 26-27, view that area of interest with a level of zoom 

selected automatically by the image processor or determined by the user); positioning 

said future display area over said visualization to include the largest possible 

number of resources of interest (e.g. in paragraph 28, include as many of the areas 

of interest as possible); and replacing said current display with a view of said 

future display area (e.g. in paragraph 14 and paragraph 29, shows each of the views 

in turn), but does not specifically teach wherein the visualization of resources include a 

visualization of network resources. However, Leshem teaches a visualization of 

network resources (e.g. in abstract and figures 1-3), each network resource being of 

interest to the user if an attribute of the resource matches a predetermined criteria (e.g. 

in column 3 lines 1-3 and 21-30). Leshem further teaches zooming in and out of the 

visualization of network resources to allow the user to focus on the resources of interest 
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(e.g. in column 2 lines 27-32 and 55-57 and figures 1-3). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to apply the zoom techniques of 
Slatter to the visualization of Leshem for the purpose of allowing the user to 
automatically focus on the resources of interest. 

As per claim 2, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and Slatter further teaches 
following positioning said future display area, further zooming in/out said future 
display area until resources of interest are proximate at least two edges of said 
future display area (figure 2, paragraph 28, and paragraph 50). 

As per claim 5, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and Slatter further teaches 
wherein said initial factor is predetermined (e.g. in paragraph 26). 

As per claim 6, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and Slatter further teaches 
wherein said initial factor is specified by a user (e.g. in paragraph 26). 

As per claim 7, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and Slatter further teaches 
wherein said resources of interest are visually distinguished in said current 
display (e.g. in paragraph 25). 

As per claim 8, the rejection of claim 7 is incorporated and Slatter further teaches 
wherein said resources of interest are visually distinguished by displaying indicia 
of interest associated with said resources (e.g. in paragraph 25). 

As per claim 9, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and Slatter further teaches 
wherein said attributes that match predetermined criteria are predetermined (e.g. 
in paragraphs 16, 35-36, and 49). v 
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As per claim 11, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and Slatter further 
teaches wherein said resources of interest have different degrees of priority, 
wherein at least one said resource of interest has a higher priority than at least 
one other resource of interest (e.g. in paragraphs 35-36). 

As per claim 12, the rejection of claim 11 is incorporated and Slatter further 
teaches wherein positioning said future display area to include the largest 
possible number of resources of interest comprises positioning said future 
display area to include the largest possible number of resources having said 
higher priority (e.g. in paragraphs 28 and 35-36). 

As per claim 13, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and Slatter further 
teaches wherein, if said future display area cannot include more than one 
resource of interest, positioning said future display area to include the largest 
possible number of resources of interest comprises positioning said future 
display area such that a single resource of interest is centered in said future 
display area (e.g. in paragraphs 50). 

As per independent claim 14, Slatter teaches a method of zooming in a current 
display of a visualization of resources (e.g. in paragraphs 1-2, 45, and 55-59), each 
said resource having zero or more attributes (e.g. in paragraphs 15-16 and 35-36), 
and each resource being a resource of interest if it has at least one attribute that 
matches predetermined criteria (e.g. in paragraphs 15-16 and 35-36), comprising: 
computing a future display area zoomed in from said current display by an initial 
factor (e.g. in paragraph 15, generates crop boundaries for each area of interest and in 
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paragraph 26-27, view that area of interest with a level of zoom selected automatically 
by the image processor or selected by the user); positioning said future display area 
over said visualization to encompass the largest possible number of resources of 
interest (e.g. in paragraph 28, include as many of the areas of interest as possible); if 
the largest possible number of resources of interest that said future display area 
can encompass is one, positioning said future display area such that said one 
resource of interest is centered in said future display area (e.g. in paragraphs 50); 
and replacing said current display with a view of said future display area (e.g. in 
paragraph 14 and paragraph 29, shows each of the views in turn), but does not 
specifically teach wherein the visualization of resources include a visualization of 
network resources. However, Leshem teaches a visualization of network resources 
(e.g. in abstract and figures 1-3), each network resource being of interest to the user if 
an attribute of the resource matches a predetermined criteria (e.g. in column 3 lines 1-3 
and 21-30). Leshem further teaches zooming in and out of the visualization of network 
resources to allow the user to focus on the resources of interest (e.g. in column 2 lines 
27-32 and 55-57 and figures 1-3). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of invention to apply the zoom techniques of Slatter to the 
visualization of Leshem for the purpose of allowing the user to automatically focus on 
the resources of interest. 

As per claim 15, the rejection of claim 14 is incorporated and Slatter further 
teaches prior to replacing said current display: if said largest possible number of 
resources of interest that said future display area can encompass is at least two, 
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further zooming and positioning said future display area such that a resource of 
interest is proximate at least two edges of said future display area (figure 2, 
paragraph 28, and paragraph 50). 

As per independent claim 16, Slatter teaches a computer system, comprising: 
a display device (e.g. in paragraph 38, a display); memory (e.g. in paragraph 30); and 
a processor operatively connected to said display device and said memory (e.g. in 
paragraphs 14, 30, and 38), for executing code operative to produce a current 
display on said display device depicting a visualization of resources (e.g. in 
paragraphs 1-2, 45, and 55-59), each said resource having zero or more attributes 
(e.g. in paragraphs 15-16 and 35-36), and each said resource being a resource of 
interest if it has at least one attribute that matches predetermined criteria (e.g. in 
paragraphs 15-16 and 35-36), said processor operative to perform the steps of: 
computing a future display area zoomed in/out from said current display by an 
initial factor (e.g. in paragraph 15, generates crop boundaries for each area of interest 
and in paragraph 26-27, view that area of interest with a level of zoom selected 
automatically by the image processor or selected by the user); positioning said future 
display area over said visualization to include the largest possible number of 
resources of interest (e.g. in paragraph 28, include as many of the areas of interest as 
possible); and replacing said current display with a view of said future display 
area (e.g. in paragraph 14 and paragraph 29, shows each of the views in turn), but does 
not specifically teach wherein the visualization of resources include a visualization of 
network resources. However, Leshem teaches a visualization of network resources 
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(e.g. in abstract and figures 1-3), each network resource being of interest to the user if 
an attribute of the resource matches a predetermined criteria (e.g. in column 3 lines 1-3 
and 21-30). Leshem further teaches zooming in and out of the visualization of network 
resources to allow the user to focus on the resources of interest (e.g. in column 2 lines 
27-32 and 55-57 and figures 1-3). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of invention to apply the zoom techniques of Slatter to the 
visualization of Leshem for the purpose of allowing the user to automatically focus on 
the resources of interest. 

As per claim 17, the rejection of claim 16 is incorporated and Slatter further 
teaches prior to replacing said current display, further zooming and positioning 
said future display area such that a resource of interest is proximate at least two 
edges of said future display area (figure 2, paragraph 28, and paragraph 50). 

As per independent claim 18, Slatter teaches a computer-readable medium 
that stores computer-executable process steps (e.g. in paragraph 14, a computer 
readable medium storing the computer-executable process steps is inherent in order to 
perform the processing taught by Slatter) for zooming in/out a current display of a 
visualization of resources (e.g. in paragraphs 1-2, 45, and 55-59), each said 
resource having zero or more attributes (e.g. in paragraphs 15-16 and 35-36), and 
each said resource being a resource of interest if it has at least one attribute that 
matches predetermined criteria (e.g. in paragraphs 15-16 and 35-36), said 
computer-executable process steps causing a computer to perform the steps of: 
computing a future display area zoomed in/out from said current display by an 
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initial factor (e.g. in paragraph 15, generates crop boundaries for each area of interest 
and in paragraph 26-27, view that area of interest with a level of zoom selected 
automatically by the image processor or selected by the user); positioning said future 
display area over said visualization to include the largest possible number of 
resource of interest (e.g. in paragraph 28, include as many of the areas of interest as 
possible); and replacing said current display with a view of said future display 
area (e.g. in paragraph 14 and paragraph 29, shows each of the views in turn), but does 
not specifically teach wherein the visualization of resources include a visualization of 
network resources. However, Leshem teaches a visualization of network resources 
(e.g. in abstract and figures 1-3), each network resource being of interest to the user if 
an attribute of the resource matches a predetermined criteria (e.g. in column 3 lines 1-3 
and 21-30). Leshem further teaches zooming in and out of the visualization of network 
resources to allow the user to focus on the resources of interest (e.g. in column 2 lines 
27-32 and 55-57 and figures 1-3). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of invention to apply the zoom techniques of Slatter to the 
visualization of Leshem for the purpose of allowing the user to automatically focus on 
the resources of interest. 

As per claim 19, the rejection of claim 18 is incorporated and Slatter further 
teaches prior to replacing said current display, further zooming and positioning 
said future display area such that a resource of interest is proximate at least two 
edges of said future display area (figure 2, paragraph 28, and paragraph 50). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 3-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Slatter (US 2003/0025812 A1) in view of Leshem (US 6,341,310) as applied to the 
claims above and further in view of Goldberg (US 6,341,183). 

As per claim 3, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Slatter teaches an initial 
factor (e.g. in paragraphs 26 and 28), but does not specifically teach in the range from 
115% to 130% for a zoom in, and in the range from 70% to 85% for a zoom out. 
However, it was well known in the art at the time the invention was made for a zoom 
factor to include the range from 1 15% to 130% for a zoom in, and the range from 70% 
to 85% for a zoom out. Goldberg teaches zoom ranges from 25% to 800% (e.g. in 
column 5 lines 63-65), which include the above ranges. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the 
teachings of Slatter with those zoom ranges to provide initial zooming in those ranges. 

As per claim 4, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Slatter teaches an initial 
factor (e.g. in paragraphs 26 and 28), but does not specifically teach 120% for a zoom 
in, and 80% for a zoom out. However, it was well known in the art at the time the 
invention was made for a zoom factor to include 120% for a zoom in, and 80% for a 
zoom out. Goldberg teaches zoom ranges from 25% to 800% (e.g. in column 5 lines 
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63-65), which include the above factors. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the teachings of Slatter with 
those zoom factors to provide initial zooming in those ranges. 

6. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Slatter 
(US 2003/0025812 A1) in view of Leshem (US 6,341,310) as applied to the claims 
above and further in view of Smith (US 2003/0132944 A1). 

As per claim 10, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Slatter teaches 
attributes that match a predetermined criteria (e.g. in paragraphs 15-16 and 35-36), 
but does not specifically teach attributes selected by a user. However, Smith teaches 
the attributes selected by a user (e.g. in paragraphs 8, 136, and 145). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify the teachings of Slatter with the user-selected attributes of Smith to provide the 
user with control over which attributes are of interest. 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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US 5295244 A 



Network management system using 
interconnected hierarchies to represent different 
network dimensions in multiple display views 



Dev; Roger H. et al. 



US 6271845 B1 



Method and structure for dynamically drilling down 
through a health monitoring map to determine the 
health status and cause of health problems 
associated with network objects of a managed 
network environment 



Richardson; David E 



US 6470383 B1 



System and methods for generating and 
displaying web site usage data 



Leshem; Eran et al. 



US 20030046390 A1 



Systems and methods for construction multi-layer 
topological models of computer networks 



Ball, Scott et al. 



US 6549944 B1 



Use of server access logs to generate scripts and 
scenarios for exercising and evaluating 
performance of web sites 



Weinberg; Aixiiret al. 



9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to William Wong whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1399. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-5:00 EST with every other 
Friday 7:30-4. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on 571-272-4124. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/William Wong/ 
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